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Office Action Summary 
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— r/ie MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period for Response 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE IS SET TO EXPIRE . ^-i-- MONTH(S) FROM THE 

MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a response be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for response specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a response within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for response is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to respond within the set or extended period for response will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Status 

□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the nfierits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disp sition of Claims 

Claim(s) 



Of the above clainn(s)- 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Clalm(s) 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Clainn(s) 



. is/are pending in the application. 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

. is/are objected to. 

- are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawlng(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received In Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (POT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

*Certified copies not received: 

Attachment(s) 



□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application. PTO-152 

□ Other 
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U. S. Patent and Trademari( Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 3-97) 



•U.S. GPO: 1997-417-381/62710 



Part of Paper No. 



Application/Control Number: 08/477,704 
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Art Unit: 3747 



DETAILED ACTION 



1. The application has been revived in light of the first submission dated 10/12/99 in 
accordance with CFR 1.129. The abandonment was in error. 

PRELIMINARY RESPONSE TO THE AMENDMENT OF PAPER 30. 

2. Applicant has submitted 120 claims. The disclosure comprises 464 drawings and 252 
pages in the specification. Applicant is directed to submit a letter detailing which drawing(s) each 
claim is directed to and where in the specification basis for the claim may be found. An election of 
species will follow. The applicant essentially argues that the three independent claims are direct to 
the same basic concept and that the dependent claims are merely minor variants. If applicant is 
willing to state that the species are OBVIOUS variants of each other then all will be examined. 
Note: 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

Species, by definition are directed to the same basic concept. Perhaps the applicant is thinking of a 
restriction requirement? The enormity of the number of claims would require a burdensome 



Inquiries concerning the examiner's action should be directed to Noah Kamen at (703) 308-1945. 
The supervisory examiner, Henry Yuen, can be called at 308-1946. Fax is 308-7764. Questions of 
a general nature concerning the application should be directed to the group receptionist at 308- 



search. 



0861. 
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